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Using Deep Learning

Saoma Miki''® HIROYUKI EBARAZP)

Received: February 28, 2018, Accepted: November 7, 2018

Abstract: In this paper, we focus on the traveling salesman problem (TSP) that is a typical combinatorial
optimization problem, and propose a method for solving it with applying deep learning. This method fea-
tures learning the image of the optimal tour by a convolutional neural network to acquire the Good-Edge
Distribution whose edges could be included in the optimal solution. It also conducts neighborhood search
by using Good-Edge Value that is an evaluation of each edge calculated from the distribution. We show
experimentally that this method improves the quality of solutions.
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Fig. 1 Overview of the training and solving method with Good-Edge Distribution.
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Fig. 2 Structure of CNN.
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Table 1 Machine environment.

HH PR
CPU Intel Core i7-6900K CPU @ 3.20 GHz
GPU NVIDIA GeForce GTX TITAN X
XA AEY 125.7 GiB
oS CentOS 7

= test dataset
0.025 = training dataset
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Fig. 3 Average losses for each dataset.
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(a) B
(a) Optimal tour.

(b) BEET v Ui
(b) Good-Edge

Distribution.

(c) SEP iz & % IHf#
(7% 18.064%)
(c) SEP (e = 18.064%).

(d) EV-2opt (e) EV-20pt+2opt
(7% 0.157%) (FrA2% 0.122%)
(d) EV-20pt (e) EV-20pt+20pt
(e =0.157%). (e = 0.122%).

4 ERT Y V5 EROWTIH] (rand50-A)
Fig. 4 Output of the Good-Edge Distribution and solutions (rand50-A).

(b) BERT Y V531
(b) Good-Edge

Distribution.

(a) oM
(a) Optimal tour.

(c) SEP iz & 2 Wl
(73 23.695%)
(c) SEP (e = 23.695%).

(d) EV-2opt (e) EV-20pt+2opt
(F53% 9.469%) (A% 2.818%)
(d) EV-20pt (e) EV-2opt+2o0pt
(e = 9.469%). (e = 2.818%).

5 BRIy IO )IB (rand100-A)
Fig. 5 Output of the Good-Edge Distribution and solutions (rand100-A).

(a) BCHEAEH
(a) Optimal tour.

(b) BERT Y V5346
(b) Good-Edge

Distribution.

(c) SEP Iz & 2 ¥ Hifi
(B# 18.791%)
(c) SEP (e = 18.791%).

(d) EV-2opt (e) EV-2opt+2o0pt
(FE 15.328%) (FAAEH 5.328%)

(d) EV-20pt (e) EV-20pt+2o0pt
(e = 15.328%). (e = 5.328%).

6 BRIy IVoMmEBOHTIB (rand500-A)
Fig. 6 Output of the Good-Edge Distribution and solutions (rand500-A).
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WM EHH DI 4751 & LT TensorFlow # i3 4.
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THEEEE & G REEE L CRRET 4. FEBOI =Ny
FHRIE 32 L L, FE7VITY XL Adam #: [13] 21l
H¥5.
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B 6 1R T. KD (a) 135 2 7B O fR#EEE %, (b)
EZOMEICHT A2BERT Y Vom0 IR T, (o)
25 (e) 1Z EV-20pt+2opt OLHELEFEIZ BT 2 fEOH] % 7R
LTWa.

X 4(b), ®5(D), M6((D) Ly, BRI Y J5MmIHH
RHICEINL Ty V2L HL, RERHOME© &3
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BT, RETIIAVwIy Y ETOREREEHRNTAS
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xR 2 7Y LARMENIST 5 FEEEER (%)

Table 2 Average error ratios for random instances.

[ A 2opt EV-2opt EV-2opt+2opt
rand20-A 1.389 0.000 0.000
rand20-B 0.000 0.000 0.000
rand50-A 5.207 0.220 0.170
rand50-B 2.449 0.405 0.405
rand75-A | 2.196 14.779 2.369
rand75-B 7.034 4.115 0.685
rand90-A 2.925 1.090 0.419
rand90-B 7.680 6.633 0.993
rand100-A | 5.485 7.584 2.727
rand100-B | 7.149 0.022 0.022
rand100-C | 5.118 4.732 1.965
rand150-A | 5.708 3.861 0.604
rand200-A | 5.015 9.216 2.620
rand300-A | 4.630 15.269 4.449
rand400-A | 4.857 13.631 4.635
rand500-A | 5.277 15.470 5.261
HTH 4.508 6.064 1.708

R 3 T LAREEBNIST 5 FHERREE (s)

Table 3 Average solving times for random instances.

[l 2opt EV-20pt EV-2o0pt42opt
rand20-A 0.001 0.083 0.083
rand20-B 0.001 0.065 0.065
rand50-A 0.019 0.296 0.298
rand50-B 0.009 0.359 0.360
rand75-A 0.030 0.648 0.685
rand75-B 0.045 0.627 0.637
rand90-A 0.046 0.903 0.913
rand90-B 0.089 0.938 0.964
rand100-A 0.134 1.159 1.196
rand100-B 0.108 1.124 1.131
rand100-C 0.141 1.159 1.197
rand150-A 0.325 2.753 2.875
rand200-A 0.526 4.778 5.141
rand300-A 1.926 11.643 13.787
rand400-A 5.812 25.046 29.733
rand500-A | 10.834 37.301 47.479

WEREIRICHE I A & & THIER O R M LS ¢ 5 % &
DHEPEZLND.

4.2 FEOFHE

7 A N FREBNZ O W THEIREIC L D135 Mo
AR WY 5. EV-20opt L& FIH L7238 EF: (EV-
2opt+2opt & Eit) T, FTFTEREN—2OT7 L TY X
DX o T R L, 243 LT EV-2opt % #
L7, &5 % O V72 2-opt B2 @M 5.
—J7, WEFH: (Qopt L&KEL) T, BRI L CHiEE
&% 2-opt oA EBTT 5. WHBROAERKIZHANE T
T XLTIE, BEORS I L TR M EES 7
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& 4 TSPLIB OREHI T 5 IR (%)
Table 4 Average error ratios for TSPLIB instances.

f 2opt  S2V-DQN EV-2opt EV-2o0pt
+2opt
eil51 3.462 3.052 11.162 2.958
berlin52 9.382 0.000 0.350 0.000
st70 3.993 3.111 1.489 0.452
€il76 4.089 4.833 0.372 0.037
pr76 4.293 0.265 6.648 2.188
rat99 4.013 5.698 5.925 1.936
kroA100 2.407 2.890 1.415 0.477
kroB100 2.238 2.489 3.426 0.660
kroC100 3.162 1.566 4.170 0.104
kroD100 5.071 3.794 4.013 0.986
kroE100 2.696 3.829 8.449 2.708
rd100 4.149 3.148 2.996 1.320
eil101 6.065 4.769 5.469 1.932
lin105 3.418 4.479 5.709 0.807
prl07 1.943 1.828 8.474 1.750
prl24 2.698 4.393 7.042 2.506
bier127 6.416 2.785 8.553 2.681
ch130 4.865 2.619 9.814 3.205
prl36 9.426 2.792 10.905 2.221
prl44 1.507 1.536 20.047 1.198
ch150 7.027 7.001 7.354 2.500
kroA150 3.579 5.143 10.163 2.672
kroB150 5.987 4.129 5.678 2.577
prl52 3.036 2.173 8.800 1.254
ulb9 5.617 7.968 0.291 0.107
rat195 5.390 11.106 15.189 5.568
d198 5.445 4.265 17.931 2.817
kroA200 4.893 5.438 7.388 2.747
kroB200 5.682 7.660 14.944 3.326
ts225 2.099 7.627 6.448 2.742
tsp225 3.807 6.078 10.409 3.390
pr226 4.753 1.871 9.276 4.601
gil262 5.200 6.686 7.881 2.096
pr264 7.277 6.572 28.820 1.551
a280 5.737 11.167 13.722 5.572
pr299 6.877 7.686 24.754 4.663
lin318 5.565 7.961 16.362 4.186
rd400 3.866 — 12.274 3.923
fl417 5.370 — 13.318 3.526
pr439 6.431 — 28.604 7.120
pcb442 5.639 — 11.380 4.241
d493 4.514 — 20.373 4.917
7 (1in318  C) 4.683 4.606 8.969 2.230
P (ZREs) 4.740 — 9.947 2.529

WIy VD)L, b HEEEV D OEREISEML Ty
CZETRMBEEZRSET 5. KL T OFEE R
51 (short edge priority method: SEP) & 5. 2-opt
BDOMROKERE & FHEERE I ZF ORAMORBE IR E RFF
A0, FENREDIERETH 2REEO R W#HZ K

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

& 5 TSPLIB OREHI S 5 IR (s)
Table 5 Average solving times for TSPLIB instances.

fil 151 2opt EV-20pt EV-2opt+2opt
eil51 0.016 0.373 0.383
berlin52 0.019 0.309 0.315
st70 0.030 0.623 0.628
€il76 0.025 0.662 0.666
pr76 0.070 0.644 0.669
rat99 0.086 1.108 1.132
kroA100 | 0.099 1.071 1.091
kroB100 0.131 1.174 1.206
kroC100 0.096 1.071 1.091
kroD100 | 0.112 1.059 1.094
kroE100 0.114 1.161 1.217
rd100 0.111 1.092 1.121
€il101 0.102 1.227 1.256
lin105 0.113 1.248 1.320
pr107 0.158 1.387 1.480
pri24 0.069 1.666 1.726
bier127 0.233 1.944 2.146
ch130 0.212 1.956 2.081
prl36 0.232 2.225 2.385
prld4 0.152 2.390 2.569
ch150 0.343 2.627 2.757
kroA150 | 0.399 2.594 2.774
kroB150 0.464 2.840 2.969
pris2 0.323 2.715 2.972
uls9 0.339 2.931 2.962
rat195 0.435 4.131 4.490
d198 0.965 5.519 6.798
kroA200 1.001 5.289 5.628
kroB200 0.908 5.032 5.786
ts225 0.319 5.646 5.810
tsp225 0.621 6.554 7.221
pr226 1.205 7.166 7.675
gil262 1.170 9.006 9.827
pr264 0.669 11.738 15.513
2280 1.464 9.988 11.007
pr299 3.005 13.278 16.573
lin318 2.770 13.873 16.809
rd400 4.431 22.281 26.322
fla17 2.309 32.772 40.458
pr439 6.689 33.354 47.265
pcb442 6.336 26.308 30.803
d493 11.035 43.078 61.138

HDHIETIDRMEH>T\WA,

TAMHAMBEGCIE 16 MO T 5 LAEEGLE,
TSPLIB[14] & F N5 42 OB EG 2 H 3 5.
TSPLIB ORREFIIZEI L TiE, S2V-DQN (Stracture2Vec
Deep Q-Learning) (2 & 2 FEKESE [8] & AIARICILET 5.
ROTfFOREEE 27§ 48R L L C, ol ORERE L*
IZH LT, R L OOiER e 231 (3) 120> TEHHE
5.
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£ 6 WHMT L T) XA L B PHREEROEL (555 28) (%)

Table 6 Difference of average error ratios by initial solutions for random instances.

SEP Farthest Insertion Christofides

e

% 2opt EV-2opt+2opt | W7 2opt EV-2opt+2opt | WF 2opt  EV-2opt+2opt
rand20-A 6.282 1.389 0.000 1.304 1.057 0.000 | 10.922 4.858 0.000
rand20-B 0.958 0.000 0.000 3.246 2.048 0.000 7.186 2.395 0.000
rand50-A 18.016 5.207 0.170 5.787 4.241 0.152 6.175 0.815 0.288
rand50-B 8.097 2.449 0.405 4.312 4.069 0.405 | 13.360 5.587 0.405
rand75-A 8.644 2.196 2.369 6.681 6.025 1.074 | 14.343 3.004 1.157
rand75-B 17.239 7.034 0.685 7.459 6.232 0.761 | 14.085 6.103 0.795
rand90-A 9.837 2.925 0.419 5.668 4.678 0.421 8.473 2.995 0.868
rand90-B 21.874 7.680 0.993 | 11.202 10.019 1.677 | 11.668 4.194 0.732
rand100-A | 23.695 5.485 2.727 7.007 5.767 2.718 | 13.164 5.030 2.848
rand100-B | 13.934 7.149 0.022 6.899 5.864 0.171 9.780 4.693 0.011
rand100-C | 23.130 5.118 1.965 7.743 6.390 2.269 | 11.623 3.219 3.847
rand150-A | 16.549 5.708 0.604 8.763 7.014 0.801 | 11.203 4.094 0.675
rand200-A | 10.192 5.015 2.620 8.940 8.120 1.993 | 13.227 6.223 2.054
rand300-A | 15.210 4.630 4.449 8.484 7.251 3.996 | 11.400 4.481 3.713
rand400-A | 16.371 4.857 4.635 | 10.144 8.974 4917 | 13.421 7.301 4.432
rand500-A | 18.791 5.277 5.261 | 10.300 8.875 5.125 | 11.838 3.410 4.023
MYy 14.301 4.508 1.708 7.121 6.039 1.655 | 11.367  4.275 1.615

I TE A HAEO AL, Wz &I ARET 5 & AR

T x 100 (%) (3) D,

EV-2opt+2opt 3 & U 20pt & FIV:T, 7 A M HRIRESIC
LTI RO B8EE 22 20 BIERATT 5. Zhi 4.3 ETESEEHE

LG ONTROTPHFRERER 2, R4 I1IRT. T
EV-20pt+2opt O MLILEFEIZ BT B OFI &K 4, 1K 5,
6 DFNEN (c) 25 () ITRL, (c) dmANEREEIC
L0 ES MR, (d) 132 EV-20pt M L7230
D, (e) 1FE 512 20pt Z#H L72ROBEELL TnD. 72
ELHEEROZRCE TN P RTHARY R LTV,
2, F£4Xy, Fv¥ALMEGE TSPLIB O /512
BT, EV-20pt+2opt 12 & B FIAEROIEFIEIL 20pt
BLUS2V-DQN L ) b{EL o/, FAKMER T & 12
HB L7254 TY, 3L AEORMERIZBE W TSR
BRVEE o7z, 2O ERS, BREFEZHVLI L
WX AMOFEER 2 B2 EDNTESL., ZORKEIZON
T, 2-opt & BEH T AHHIIC EV-20pt 2 HWBH I ETX
D RERIEWRE RO, LV EORWED S 2-0opt H:1C
LW HERIGODL LN TE D, BRI E L
EZHLND.

TEEBERIEDORRE 2z & &, 200 FREE O TE S i % 35
2L THREEDSEEDR RIS < 2 2 W15 5. ZdFl
B — % & L CTENED 100 DT OREFI Z#HH L Tw5
ZER, 41 THTIA X912, THEBSEET L HBICB
JAERT Yy VomoBmEICKEERT 2 B8NS,
LY REVHIHOMEN 2 FBT7—5 L LTHwAZ L
THMGTEERZM ETE A LD HATINE DS, THEA
GRGEIC B EHEETORNTLEINERTE LA
b, FOH, BRIy VSMICEDBERE) 2 LN
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MEFIAG- 2 5N THr LML 12RO B F TOFEFE
A3 3, ] 5 1289 . EV-20pt+2opt DFFEHFH 135
BIy V5Mh b BRIy DMEx Ko 2 M LETH
D, ZOWMHEOFHEEFIIETESE n 13 LT O(n?) 126
J. 3, £5 OEBRKRED» O, FTHEOFHEER» B
L7 Om2) it 5TV A 2 E AR X 4%,

R LOREFHEL, BERT Y V404 L 1) BRI
MatiEr L bR 5 ZECTHOMBEZINETLHDEER
bb. —h, BeRosFHEE LTRAMERLEZHRAL
T 5%, JPTHESREETIEERE T & BB O DIk
IZHIBR SN B 720, BRI Y V4 Aa D5 H2 RIS % 5
KT L DL VEW) T EPBEINL,. I
B LT, KA RER L, TLVIT) A L%
AT 57201203, MR T A CTHBRL Yy U
SAEFRAT AL ZNBTHL EBEbD.

4.4 EART7ILT) XLIZ L B EEE

4.2 HOEBRTIIWMAHZ RO LTIV T) AL L LT
HIDESeE: (SEP) 2/ L CWizas, ZoFIIR/mIC
o7 fhx 5252 0%, BRELRTVIT) XL LI
W2 7R\, ZHUIHT LT, farthest insertion % Christofides
TNTY AL E 5], & OREEDE KB 2 MEO %
WEERT S LD % TSP O E V7256, MOKEE
BED LI ITEALT 20DV THRET 5.

AR OERRTIE, AL EREDOD D I farthest in-
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RTOMET VT XL KD REROZAL (TSPLIB) (%)

Table 7 Difference of average error ratios by initial solutions for TSPLIB instances.

SEP Farthest Insertion Christofides

EREL)

] 2opt EV-2opt+2opt | WifFE 2opt EV-2opt+2opt | #IHH 2opt EV-20pt+2opt
eil51 24.648 3.462 2.958 5.528 5.246 2.359 8.451 3.991 2.477
berlin52 31.941 9.382 0.000 7.248 5.642 0.000 | 13.498 8.134 0.000
st70 11.111 3.993 0.452 5.889 5.059 0.074 | 14.222 4.007 0.970
€il76 8.736 4.089 0.037 7.825 6.599 0.195 | 13.011 6.320 0.009
pr76 36.370 4.293 2.188 6.635 3.743 2.640 7.882 4.960 2.267
rat99 18.910 4.013 1.936 9.174 7.820 1.920 | 15.029 3.604 1.367
kroA100 | 14.120 2.407 0.477 6.438 4.709 0.425 9.449 6.615 0.491
kroB100 | 16.585 2.238 0.660 5.681 5.204 1.602 8.450 2.533 2.731
kroC100 | 12.270 3.162 0.104 6.024 4.999 0.146 9.653 4.743 0.186
kroD100 | 14.812 5.071 0.986 6.482 5.828 0.959 | 11.679 3.298 0.889
kroE100 | 12.588 2.696 2.708 6.074 4.791 2.432 7.935 3.756 2.376
rd100 16.979 4.149 1.320 9.834 8.601 1.782 | 12.592 5.069 1.564
eill01 24.483 6.065 1.932 7.925 7.107 0.747 | 12.401 6.113 0.851
lin105 16.601 3.418 0.807 7.438 6.087 0.135 | 14.660 8.574 0.178
prl07 7.318 1.943 1.750 2.886 2.421 1.527 8.133 2.388 1.768
prl24 10.110 2.698 2.506 6.315 5.758 1.174 9.551 1.364 0.521
bier127 19.493 6.416 2.681 7.844 6.833 2.643 | 12.706 6.259 2.314
ch130 18.216 4.865 3.205 6.909 5.847 2.424 | 11.964 4.492 2.422
pr136 19.919 9.426 2.221 8.548 7.731 2.459 7.233 2.240 2.298
prl44 12.483 1.507 1.198 6.291 4.961 1.339 | 20.625 1.768 1.626
ch150 19.623 7.027 2.500 8.860 7.746 1.487 | 10.018 3.144 1.362
kroA150 | 20.238 3.579 2.672 7.668 6.517 2.489 | 10.685 2.229 2.212
kroB150 | 20.272 5.987 2.577 6.696 6.039 2.258 | 14.171 3.989 3.251
prls2 15.931 3.036 1.254 3.574 2.433 1.839 7.522 1.652 1.355
ulb9 17.845 5.617 0.107 | 10.892 9.923 0.055 | 11.445 6.735 0.304
rat195 13.991 5.390 5.568 | 11.784  10.620 5.155 | 14.378 5.613 4.864
d198 21.337 5.445 2.817 5.911 4.342 3.292 9.670 3.123 3.462
kroA200 | 17.659 4.893 2.747 7.066 6.500 3.298 | 12.609 6.598 3.495
kroB200 | 22.210 5.682 3.326 7.822 6.588 3.292 | 11.438 3.208 2.740
ts225 5.383 2.099 2.742 | 10.121 8.388 4.342 5.242  1.907 3.236
tsp225 9.661 3.807 3.390 | 11.222 9.810 6.936 | 12.795 5.294 6.440
pr226 21.441 4.753 4.601 2.610 1.735 2.073 | 14.886 3.099 2.224
gil262 15.181 5.200 2.096 | 10.019 8.631 2.241 | 13.457 3.905 2.338
pr264 11.884 7.277 1.551 | 11.897 10.290 4.965 | 10.970 5.059 4.270
a280 19.775 5.737 5.572 | 13.470 11.958 6.313 | 13.920 3.527 4.585
pr299 31.421 6.877 4.663 | 10.205 8.720 5.679 9.975 4.276 5.683
lin318 18.723 5.565 4.186 8.858 7.677 4.201 | 12.901 7.324 4.814
rd400 13.029 3.866 3.923 9.807 8.504 3.930 | 12.637 5.052 4.565
1417 9.021 5.370 3.526 7.910 6.459 2.757 | 10.218 4.572 3.717
prd39 20.080 6.431 7.120 | 12.493 10.456 6.028 | 12.256 4.148 4.934
pcb442 20.280 5.639 4.241 | 12474  11.127 3.950 8.045 2.992 3.775
d493 18.172 4.514 4.917 9.090 8.183 5.660 | 10.221 3.953 5.620
Y 17.401 4.740 2.529 8.034 6.848 2.601 | 11.395 4.324 2.537

sertion ¥ 7213 Christofides 7V T X 4 % W CHIEAG %
K, THUIH LT 4.2 Hi L FAFRIC 20pt & EV-20pt+-2opt
R ENEIETA LGB OMBORMAERLILET 5. Z0%E
BoO#HREEZR 6, RTIRT. INOH0OfRELY, BET

% EV-20pt-+2opt |2 & 2 ZERITITMWIAMGZ 52 5 7V T

NALZEDRERERZASNLT, WFhoT LTy X
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